interpreted this dinosaur a s a large carnosaur of uncertain reiationships. With the exception of some brief coruments made by Molnar et al. (1990) and Bonaparte (1996) , no further reierences to the phylogenetic relationships of this theropod a r e found in t h e literature. The fragmentary nature of Unquillosaurus, coupled with the limited knowledge of Gondwanan theropods available until recently, delayed the elucidation of the rela,tionships of this dinosaur.
In the last years Che fossil record of Argentine Cretaceous theropods h a s been favorably derived linenlagia comahuensis (Novas & Puerta, 1997 Lillom, S a n Migucl d e Tucuman; PVPH, PaleontolodaVertebrados, Museo Municipal <<Car-Coelnrosauria (&., Bonaparte, 1991 ,1996 Novas, 1997 Novas, ,1998 Coria& Salgado, 1995) . Other findings demonstrate that South America was inhabited by a diversity of non-avian coelurosaurian theropods, including Santanaraptor (Kellner, 19991 , a possible oviraptorosaur (Frankfurt & Chiappe, 1999) Gauthier, 1986 Coelurusauria Huene, 1920 Maniraptora Gauthier, 1986 Metorn~thes Perle, Norell, Chiappe & Clark, 1993 Genus Unquillosaurus Powell, 1979 Type species. Unquillosuurus ceibali Powell, 1979 Sir-atigraphic distribi~tion. Los Blanquitos Formation, Salta Group (Masstrichtian; Salfity & Marquillas, 1999) .
Geographic distributioiz, Arroyo Morterito, Sierra de la Candelaria, Salta Province, hW Argentina. Powell, 1979 ( Fig. 1 Powell (1979) as diagnosticoSUnp.*illosaum,sceibali. However, this abnormal morphology (not recorded in other saurischian dinosaurs) is better explainedas the broken pubic pedicle of ilium adhered to the external surface of pubis. In fact, this piece of bone resembles the pubic pedicle of the ilium of Deinonychw and Unenlagia (Ostrom, 1969; Novas & Puerta, 1997) in beingcraniocaudally extended, ventrally concave, and with the cranial and ventral margins formingan angle exceeding 90 degrees in side view (Fig. 1A) .
Unquillosauncs ceibali
The proper acetabular surface is represented by a reduced surface located caudally to the facet for the pubic pedicle of the ilium. The acetabular surface of 1Jnquillosaurus is more reduced than in 1997; Burnham et al., 2000) , and primitive birds (e.g., Archaeopteryx, Rahonauis; Wellnhofer, 1974; Forster et al., 1998) . On the other hand. the ischiadic facet of the pubis is dorsoventrally low, comparable to that oSDmmamsauridae, but different from the well develoued one of most non-coelurosaurian theropods (e.g., Ceratosaurus, Abelisauridae, Piatnit&saurus, 'fyrannosauridae; Gilmore, 1920; Bonaparte el al., 1990; Bonaparte, 1986; Osborn, 1917) . The ohturator fbramen isventrally open, as it occurs in most tetanurans (Gauthier. 1986) (Fig.  2) . The intersection between the proximal margin of the pubis and the longitudinal axis of the pubic shaft describes an angle of approximately 45 degrees, reflecting an opisthopubic condition ofthe bone (Fig. 2 ). An opisthopubic pelvis is diagnostic of Metornithes (Xu et al., 20021 , as it is present in Alvarezsauridae (Novas, 1997) , Therizinosauroidea (Barsbold, 19791, and Paraves (=Deinonychosauria + Aves; Sereno, 1997; Clark et al., 2002; Xu et al., 2002) .
T h e proximal 3/n of t h e pubic shaft a r e craniocaudally compressed, in contrast to most theropods (e.g.,Allosaurus,Pataponykus; Gilmore, 1920; Novas, 1997) in which the pubis is rod-like proximal to the pubic symphysis. The condition mentioned above for Unquillosaurus results in a prominent external, longitudinal ridge (named "crcsta lateral" by Powell, 1979; Fig.1 A, Bi. The margins of the pelvic canal of Unquillosaurus are medially convex, differing from most theropods (e.g., Allosaurus, Tyrannosaurus, Patagon.ykus, Velociraptor; Gilmore, 1920; Norell & iWakovicky, 1999; Novas, 1997; Osborn, 1917) in which the margins are medially concave (Fig. 3) . T h e craniocaudal compression of the proximal pubis of Unquillosaurus contrasts with the craniocaudal expansion of its distal half, thus resultingin alon- gitudinal "twisting" of the bone (Fig. I) . In most & Puerta, 1997; Burnham el al., 2000) in which it theropods, instead, the cranial and caudal mar-is well developed. However, in Unquillosaurus the symphysis is absent (Figs. 1, 31 , unlike most theropods (e.g., Allosaurus, Carnotaurus, Ornithominzus, Velociraptoq Unenlagia, Rahomvis, Archaeopteryx; Gilmore, 1920; Bonaparte el al., 1990; Osborn, 1917; Norell & Makovicky, 1999; Novas & Puerta, 199'7; Forster et al., 1998; Wellnhofer, 1974) in which the apronis transversely wide and arelatively extended symphysis is present. In this sense, Unquillosaurus resembles alvarezsaurids (e.g.,Palagonykus; Novas, 1997) and basal pygostilian birds (e.g., Confusiusornis, Changchengornis, Concornis; Chiappe, 2001) in having a pubic symphysis reduced to the distal extremity ofthe bones. Notably, the distal end of the the pubis of Unquillosaurus is medially flattened, and lacks marks for the articulation with the opposite bone (Fig. ID) . The pubic foot is craniocaudally short and proximodistally deep. The cranial projection ofthe boot is more reduced than inDeinonychus (Ostrom, 1975) , Achillobator (Perle et al., 19991, and Elociraptor (Norell & Macovicky, 1999) thus resembling the smaller proportions present i n Bambiraptor (Burnham et al., 20001, Unenlagia (Novas & Puerta, 19971, and birds (Chiappe, 2001) . Also, the caudal process of the pubic foot is strongly reduced as in primitive birds such as Rahonauis and Archaeopteryx Wellnhofer, 1974; Forster el al., 1998) but differingfrom some basal paravians (e.g., Unenlagia, Bambiraptor; Novas
DISCUSSION
The pubis of Unquillo.saurus clearly indicates that this genus is not a member of Abeiisauroidea (=Noasauridae + Abelisauridae; Novas, 1992; Carrano et al., 2002) . In the later ones the pubis retained plesiomorphic features absent in Unquillosaurus, such as: obturator foramen enclosed by hone, ischiadic facet proximodistally deep, extended pubic symphysis, and pnbic boot enlarged and dorsoventrally depressed. Besides, the pubic foot of Unqu~llosa~rus lacks the lateral inset described in Carnolaurw and Masiakasaurus (Carrano et al., 2002) . Unquillosaurus may not belong t o Carnosauria (=Allosauroidea + Carcharodontosauridae; Padian et al., 1999) because carnosaurs retained a pubic symptiysis and developed very large pubic boots. Both conditions are absent in Unquillosaurus.
On tile contrary, the pubic anatomy of Unquillosaurus is more congruent with that present in theropods more derived than Cmosauria (e.g., Coelurosauria, a group including theropods more closely related to birds; Gauthier, 1986 Xu et al., 2002) . Its large size (comparable to Achillobator; Perle et a l . , 1999) makes Ur~quillosaurus one of t h e largest known maniraptorans. Unquillosaurus adds to the list of hird-like theropods discovered in Gondwana, such u .
radiation of large-sized maniraptorans occurred in South America during the Late Cretaceous, probably includingother recent discoveries (e.g., Coria et al., 2001; Novas et al., 2003) . The unique puhic features also prompt to the conclusion that Ilnquillosaurus was part of a lineage of predatory dinosaurs endemic from South America.
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